SHAKESPEARE  AND
Humanity must perforce prey on itself
Like monsters of the deep.1
Note the entire difference of the language in which the same
thought is expressed.
Finally, as a contrast to the leisurely way in which both More
and Ulysses develop their argument, from Degree neglected,
through the imagery of the waters, the argument of the injustice
to helpless youth or age, and the imagery of cannibal monsters,
observe how Goriolanus, in his wrath, leaps from the idea of
Degree neglected to the very half line ('would feed on one
another') with which More concludes a long passage. Corio-
lanus exclaims:
You cry against the noble Senate, who,
Under the gods, keep you in awe, which else
Would feed on one another.
That is to say, whilst in D's 'three pages5 and in Troilus, we
have the full sequence (a] (b) (c) (J)9 we have in Coriolanus and
Hamlet the sequence (a] rebellion, (b} flood; in Lear the sequence
(c) outrage to the aged, (d] cannibal sea-monsters; and again in
Coriolanus the sequence (a] rebellion, (d] cannibalism. Are these
parallels still to be dismissed as mere accident?
Let us continue, then, from the point where More's speech is
interrupted by Doll and Lincoln:
LINCOLN Nay, this is a sound fellow, I tell you; let's mark
him.
MORE     Let me set up before your thoughts, good friends,   90
One supposition, which if you will mark,
You shall perceive how horrible a shape
Your innovation bears; first 'tis a sin
Which oft th' apostle did forwarn us of,
Urging obedience to authority.
And 'twere no error if I told you all
You were in arms 'gainst God.                          95
1 King Lear, iv,^ ii, 49. This was pointed out to me by Dr. Perrett and
Professor Sisson independently; and it has also been noted by Professor
Spurgeon (p. 265).
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